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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenm adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 January 2006 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E] Claim(s) 22,24-28 and 30-36 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) g| Claim(s) 22,24-28 and 30-36 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1) H NoUce of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(syMail Date. . 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
L Applicant's response of 1/26/06 has been considered with the following results. 

The finality of the previous OA is withdrawn. The amendment of 1/26/06 has been 
entered and the following action on the merits is taken. 

The rejections as previously stated in the FR are obviated by applicants' response 
of the above noted date. Prosecution on the merits is reopened 

Claims 4-12 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being 
drawn to a nonelected invention there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was 
made without traverse in the reply filed on 9/8/05, 

Drawings 

2. The corrected/substitute sheet file on 1/26/06 has been approved and entered into the file. 
Claims 22, 24-28,30-36 are pending and the following action on the merits is taken. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Nakajo further considered 
with Shoji et al. 



The following analysis is made: 
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Claim 22 

A method for recording data on an optical 
recording medium, comprising the steps of: 

reading out a reference recording 
condition recorded on an optical 
recording medium; 

recording test data while varying 
a recording condition with respect 
to the reference recording condition; 

determining an optimum 

recording power, based on reproduction 

characteristics of the test data; and 

recording a recording condition data including 
the optimum recording power, recorder 
identification, recording speed and write 
strategy on a specific area of the optical 
recording medium. 



wherein the specific area of the optical 
recording medium is a lead- in area or an 
area inner than the lead-in area of the optical 
recording medium. 



Nakajo 

see abstract & fig. 2 



see description of fig 8 & 
col 2 line 63 to col 3 line 23, & 
col. 5 lines 29 plus 



see col. 7 line 53 to col. 8 line 41 



see col. 5 Unes 10-47 



With respect to recorder id, speed and write 
strategy see above noted passages& with 
respect to the recorder id, see secondary 
reference to Shoji et al, e.g. col 3, Unes 7-13. 



see col 5 lines 52 plus in Nakajo 



In the above analysis, the examiner interprets the overall system of Nakajo as providing 
for an test writing capability in an optical recording & reproducing system, wherein appropriate 
control information is obtained, and predicated upon such at various recording modes of 
operation, i.e., at various linear speeds, the laser is controlled to permit/obtain/determine 
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optimum recording power - applicants' attention is drawn to col 2 line 64 till col. 4 line 12, for 
the overall genesis. 

The examiner further interprets the atip signal as further elaborated upon as discusses - 
starting at col. 5 lines 30-66 as meeting the wherein limitation as well as the appropriately 
claimed reference recording condition. 

The recording condition discussed in Nakajo provides for the optimum recording power, 
speed and write strategy- see further discussion starting at col. 7 line 3 till col. 8 line 42. 

There is no clear mention/discussion with respect to a recorder identification. 

Shoji et al discusses in an optimizing optical recording and reproducing system the ability 
of including a variety of signals for further control capabilities - including recorder - device 
specific information - see for instance at col. 3 lines 5-22. Appropriate incorporation of these 
control information signals so as to optimize the recording capabilities are then discussed. The 
test - random pattern signal - is generated and detected accordingly for setting the laser power to 
an optimum value. 

It would have been obvious to modify the base system of Nakajo with the above 
additional teaching from Shoji et al, motivation is to provide for an expanded recording 
condition and include additional system parameters such as the recording/device - identifier, 
thereby permitting Nakajo to use discs of the type discussed in Shoji et al and hence updating its 
functionality to include "next" generation disc formats". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appHcation for patent in the United States. 

6. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Nakajo. 

With respect to independent claim 28, this claim differs from independent claim 22 in the 
following: 

"... and a predetermined recording speed; " line 5, 
and 

"recording a recording condition data including the 

optimum recording power for the specific recording speed 

and write strategy for the specific recording speed to 

be used to record data, on a specific area of the 

optical recording medium," as recited in lines 8-10, 
As analyzed above, such limitation is present in the above base reference. There is no 
recorder identification requirement. 

Hence the reliance upon Shoji et al for such an additional teaching is not needed. 
Nevertheless, it is also noted that Shoji et al also teaches the various modes, e.g. write strategies 
by varying the pulse lengths accordingly, various placement of control information - through out 
the record medium. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. Claims 25-26,30-31,33,34 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakajo further considered with Shoji et al. 

8. With respect to claim 25, such is considered additional taught by the Shoji et al system - 
note in particular the discussion of permitting/having various disc recording segments through 
out the record medium - see for instance the discussion of figures 20, 3 1, 34, 35, 37 & 38. 

With respect to claims 26 and 33, the sync code is considered to be inherently present in 
the atip data. 

With respect to claims 30,3 1,34 and 36 see the above analysis with respect to the 
different speed(s) - i.e., as noted in Nakajo starting at col. 7 line 52 and continuing till col 8 line 
47, and the identification of the recorder/device in Shoji et al again as noted above.. 

9. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art as applied 
to claim 22 above, and further in view of Jacobs et al. 

The ability of having a plethora of in this environment the ability of providing for test 
recording abilities prior to each recording session/location - see the discussion in Jacobs et al 
teach commencing at col. 7 line 65 to col 8 hne 16. 
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It would have been obvious to modify the above system with this additional teaching, 
motivation is to ensure proper signal recording especially to ensure proper signal power levels at 
the various locations throughout the record medium. 

10. Claims 27, 32 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
art as applied to claim 22, 3 1 and 28 above, and further in view of the acknowledged prior art. 

The examiner interprets (has interpreted) this limitation as disclosed in the acknowledged 
prior art figure 9. Proper identification of such (i.e., patent #, document, publisher, etc) is 
respectfully requested to complete the search report. 

It would have been obvious to modify the base system as rehed upon above in paragraphs 
4 and 6 with this additional limitation, motivation is as discussed with respect to this 
acknowledged prior art. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aristotelis M. Psitos whose telephone number is (571) 272-7594. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thursday 8-3. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hoa T. Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-7579. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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